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Project Summary
Project Name:  Turnitin Plagiarism Prevention 
Contact Person(s):  Brittney Goodman 
Department(s)/Division(s):  Academic Affairs
Summary of Project Description.  Purpose:  Turnitin Plagiarism Detection – http://www.turnitin.com  has been piloted for the past 2 ½ years at MSUM with currently 40 faculty using it to help detect and prevent plagiarism.  Plagiarism has become a growing problem and concern on college campuses, especially since the Internet has become a pervasive presence. As Don McCabe (2005) of the Center for Academic Integrity writes, “Internet plagiarism is a growing concern on all campuses as students struggle to understand what constitutes acceptable use of the Internet.” According to a 2003 study by Rutgers of 18,000 college students in 23 institutions, 38% of the undergraduate students responding indicated they had “engaged in one or more instances of cut & paste plagiarism using the Internet in the past year - paraphrasing or copying a few sentences of material from the Internet without citing the source." This is a big increase from a similar survey conducted in 2001, when only 10% acknowledged “cut & paste” plagiarism.   What is more disturbing is that “A majority of students (77%) believe such cheating is not a very serious issue” (McCabe, 2005). It has been asserted that a combination of educating students about plagiarism and academic integrity, appropriate school policy, along with plagiarism detection tools are necessary to address the growing plagiarism problem on college campuses (Allan, et al, 2005). You can see more information about MSUM’s current Turnitin use at ttp://web.mnstate.edu/instructres/turnitin.htm
Goals:  The goal is to have Turnitin more widely used on campus, in order to save faculty time in tracking down plagiarism, and also to increase student knowledge about the ethics of using and attributing information, as well as increasing their skills in citing sources.  Timeline:
Turnitin will be renewed annually every December.  Impact:  Faculty who teach writing intensive courses, research-based courses, and other courses where papers and other types of projects are submitted would all be able to use Turnitin as a plagiarism detection and prevention tool.  With the liberal studies emphasis on writing, this could potentially impact a great number of faculty, courses, and students.  In addition, the liberal studies category involving “Ethics” could also be strengthened by greater student knowledge of information ethics.  Assessment:  Survey of faculty using Turnitin and data reflecting faculty & student use.
2007 Budget:  Estimated cost based upon student FTE -- $6,500; Ongoing:  license renewed annually at approximately $6,500

Summary of Research and References.  Plagiarism, primarily Internet- based, is a “growing challenge to the fundamentals of University Scholarship” (Muha, 2003). Plagiarism is the “most common form of serious academic misconduct” (Breen & Maasson, 2005). The evidence of the need for the continuation of Turnitin is shown on a national and worldwide scope.  The previously cited Rutgers University study (2003) surveyed 18,000 students, 2,600 faculty, and 650 teaching assistants on 23 campuses and found that a significant number of students had engaged in Internet-based plagiarism.  In a survey conducted by Scanlon and Neumann (2002) of nine campuses, found that 24.5 percent of students in the survey had gone online and used “cut and paste plagiarism” in their classes.  Applied broadly, that would mean one in four students.
     According to Allan, et al. (2005), until recently plagiarism detection was “confined to the use of manual methods of detection from textual sources” and more recently, by using search engines such as “google.com” and manually entering in phrases. Turnitin.Com has arisen at the forefront of non-manual, automatic plagiarism detection, saving the instructor much time in the process. It has also added more to its database than Google can access. Included in Turnitin’s database are not only the publicly accessible current Internet, but an Internet archive (old pages that have since been removed), Proquest database content – including journal, magazine, and newspaper articles, and also every student paper that has ever been submitted to Turnitin.  This greatly increases the power of the tool.

     In the Allan, et al (2005) study of five institutions using Turnitin:

· Most students were comfortable with the use of Turnitin

· Many commented on the fairness and leveling the playing field for honest students

· Many commented on how Turnitin increased their knowledge of “academic integrity”
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Summary of Project Budget:
      Dollar Amount         Funding Source

Total Request:

$6,500
Work Plan Initiative

Matching Amount:
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Net Request:   
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